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nue to discharge political functions. Political pressure had begun tto affect the
services. Witness -was not prepared to give particular instances in which such
pressure had been brought to bear.
Forty-five per cent, of the appointments In the executive services were reserved
for Moslems by the Bengal Government, There was no reservation in the judicial
service, all appointments being made by selection by the High Court. Witness
could not give exact figures, but speaking from memory he could say that Moslems
formed 30 per cent of the Bengal Judicial Service.
Sir John Simon : What do I.C.S. men regard as the most important safeguards ?
Is it that their salary is not yotable ; is it that the Secretary of State has some
control over the finances of India ; or is it that they may not be dismissed by any
authority subordinate to that which makes their appointments ?
Witness : Firstly, that the rates of pay that are promised to him will remain
the same ; secondly, that he may not be treated unfairly by being at the mercy
of provincial intrigues ; and thirdly, that his pension rights shall be safeguarded.
Witness assured Sirdar Uberoi that the Indianisation of the services was
proceeding apace on the basis of the Lee Commission recommendations and the
result aimed at would be achieved by 1939.
Mr. Prentice .further told Sir John Simon that it was binding on Government to
accept the recommendations of the High Courfc with regard to appointments to the
judicial service. The system worked quite satisfactorily except that communal
representation could not be secured in the proportion Government would desire if
the High Court chose to ignore communal considerations.
Mr. Farookhi of the Provincial Committee sought to prove that, as conditions
existed, the Provincial Government exercised enough control over the District Board.
21st. January—Mr, Cassels' Evidence
Mr. A. Cassels, Financial Secretary to the Government of Bengal, giving evidence
before the Simon Joint Free Conference this morning gave interesting details about
the financial position of Bengal and pleaded Bengal's case for a revision of the
Meston Settlement which affected the province very adversely.
Sir John Simon examined the witness for over an hour. He elicited the informa-
tion that before the Meston Settlement there was an adjustment arrived at between the
Government of India and the Government of Bengal in 1912-13 when Bihar was
separated from Bengal.
According to this settlement Bengal was to get half of the land revenue, except
the revenue from Government estates of which it got the whole, half of the revenue
from stamps and cess, the whole of the income from excise, forests and registration.
This was a temporary arrangement and it was understood that it would be revised
after an year or two, but soon after the War broke out and this settlement
was not revised till the Meston Settlement came into force in 1920-21. The
Meston Committee compared the actual revenue and expenditure figures of
the province and also estimated its increased spending power and came to the con-
clusion that Bengal would have under the new Settlement an increased spending
power of 104 lakhs of rupees, but unfortunately the figures of expenditure
taken for this estimate were those of a sub-normal year. The result was that
Bengal could not pay its contribution of 63 lakhs of rupees to central revenues
except during the first year of this Settlement and it was found that funds
left to the provincial Government were not enough to meet the needs of the
province.
Sir John Simon then gave figure to the Conference showing that during the
period 1912-13 to 1920-21 the increase in the revenue of Bengal was 22.3 per cent,
as compared with 11.2 of Bihar and OriBsa, 29 per cent, of Madras, 52 per cent of
Bombay, 20 per cent, of United Provinces, 34 per cent, of the Punjab, 33 per cent,
of both Burma and Central Provinces and 29 per cent, of Assam, the average
increase for the whole of India being 30 per cent.
The witness could not give tSe exact figure of the provincial contribution paid
by Bengal under the Meston Settlement.
Sir John Simon : I am not surprised that you do not know, because in fact
Bengal never paid it.—Mr. Cassels : Bengal did pay it in 1921-22 and a remission
was granted from 1922-23.
Sir John summing up the position said that Bengal started with an opening
balance of 272 lakhs of rupees at the beginning of 1921-22 most of which was wiped

